Grantville Master Plan Existing
Tratfic Conditions Study
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Existing Conditions Diagram
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Examples of Level Of Service

Level of
Service

Source: Florida DOT Quality of Service Handbook 2002
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Existing Pedestrian Conditions
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Existing Pedestrian Conditions
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Existing Bicycle Conditions
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Existing Public Transportation Conditions
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Existing On-Street Parking Conditions

Mission Corge Dremand
_ Road and {# of Cars Parked)
Fairmount Avenne
Location Supply 10182008 | 117192008 | 117192008
Approximate
Awvailable Spaces 10:00 AN 1:00 PM 5:00 PM
Mission Gorge Foad
I-£ EE Omn Famp o Alvarade Caoyvon
East ide* 0 0 o o
West Side® ¥ 1] 0 0
Alvarade Canyen o Faimmount Ave
East Side d 0 0 0
West Side [ a 0 0
Fammmovmt Ave to Mission Gorge Flace
East Side 13 5 4 4
West Side a a 0 0
Mizzion (Gorge Flace to Twain Ave
East Side 7 [} ] 4
West Side 5 4 5 3
Twain Ave to Vandever Ave
East Side 14 12 8 &
West Side 10 0 T ]
Vandever Ave wo Fainier Ave
East Side B ] B 3
West Side & 4 & 5
Famier Ave to Mission Gonge FudFrars Bd
East Side § [ 4 T
West Side i 0 0 0
TOTAL 70 52 40 i3
Fairmount Avenue
Mizzion Gorge Fd o Twzin Ave
East Side 7 5 4 0
Wesr Side i 0 /] o
Twain Ave to Vandever Ave
East Side 21 21 21 4
West Suda 20 21 17 3
TOTAL 47 47 42 =
GFAND TOTAL 117 e o1 45

* East/ West Side of Smeet



Existing__ _q;gsh__gnalysis

Total Number Of

City Wide

L th ‘. .| Actual Collision
Street Segment ﬂ,lg Collisions In Five b Collision
Miles = Rare
(5) Years Rate

Friars Road

Santo Rd to Mission Gorge Rd 04 20 0.58 0.28
Mission Gorge Road

Greenbier Ave to Zion Ave 0.4 & 0.36 0.28

Zion Ave to Friars Rd 0.1 14 1.80 0.28

Friars Rd to Rainier Ave 0.1 10 1.84 0.67

Rainier Ave to Vandever Ave 0.2 14 1.50 0.67

Vandever Ave to Twain Ave 0.2 12 1.17 0.67

Twain Ave to Mission Gorge P1 0.1 13 217 0.67

Mission Gorge Pl to Fairmount Ave 0.2 23 1.75 0.67
Fairmount Avenue

Vandever Ave to Twain Ave 0.2 5 1.84 0.98

Twain Ave to Mission Gorge Rd 0.3 3 0.71 0.98

Mission Gorge Rd to Alvarado Canyon Rd 0.1 6 0.61 0.67

Alvarado Canyon Rd to I-8 WB Ramps 0.1 25 2.64 0.67

[-8 WB Ramps to Camino del Rio S 0.3 8 0.17 0.28
Vandever Avenue

Riverdale St to Mission Gorge Rd 0.1 9 4.46 0.98

Mission Gorge Rd to Decena Dr 0.1 1 0.69 0.98
Twain Avenue

Fairmount Ave. to Mission Gorge Rd. 0.2 4 1.43 0.98
Alvarado Cyn Rd

Mission Gorge Rd.to Mission Gorge P1. 0.6 7 0.64 0.98
Riverdale St

Vandever Ave to Friars Rd 0.2 7 1.60 0.98
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Alvarado Canyon Road
Realignment Study

Presented to:
Grantville Stakeholders’ Committee
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Project Description

The City of San Diego 1is proposing to
realign Alvarado Canyon Road.

Alvarado Canyon Road is a two lane
collector.

Currently Alvarado Canyon Road merges
with the off ramp from Interstate 8.
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Project Goals

Improve traffic circulation on Alvarado
Canyon and Mission Gorge Roads
(currently 4 street segments operate
below acceptable LOS)

Improve hydraulics under Mission Gorge
Road

Minimize ROW impacts




Proposed Improvements

Abandon the existing Alvarado Canyon Road
connection to Mission Gorge.

Realign Alvarado Canyon Road to connect to Mission
Gorge Road at the existing Fairmont Avenue
intersection.

Restripe the existing westbound freeway off ramp
after removing the Alvarado Road connection.
Reconfigure the Mission Gorge Interchange at
Interstate 8 to eliminate the turn pockets to the
abandoned Alvarado Road connection.
Reconstruct the traffic lights at the Mission Gorge
Interchange at Interstate 8.

Add dedicated right turn lane from Mission Gorge
Road to west bound I-8.




Project Alternatives

4 Proposed Alternatives

Differ in regard to:
Design Speed (Horizontal Curve)
Alignment of Alvarado Canyon Road

Improvements and Alignment of Fairmont
Avenue

Improvements to Mission Gorge Road
ROW Impacts




1 I-—ji s

1)

S ?‘




ve 2|

*lﬁ
- : N

=

%, 4 ,_-';""' : L}T._-f}‘ "




| Alternative 3|
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